! desttatnstonnpman o, Muman, Sevase O L e vt
raﬁi‘- : U.8. HOUSE OF REPAESENTATI'ES "'WJ‘.&;:..........
g T COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE e L
s | SUITE 1330 RAYSURN HOUSE OFPICK BUI DING "-%ﬁm.
. Vs WASHRYGTON, DG 10913-4301 -yt
Al —. : {2031 2294371 ' L~
m‘.'_: TTV: (203) 2264410 "::""
. Mgt et Avunt SonhainaduAvslaa/ne M
W- s VONAGe N i o
N~y ovemnber 6, 1997 , _

The Honorable Danid S. Goldin '

Adminigtrator

Nationa! Acronauties & Spacs Administestion

Washington, DC 20546 N
s

Dear Mr, Goldin:

We arc writing this letter to Inform you of our views on two in portant potential reprogrammings
of NASA funds,

The first is NASA's request in your latter of August 22, 1997, updating NASA'a FY 1997
Operating Plan, 10 reaflocats an additional $8 million to studic: of Liguid Flyback Boosters
(LFB). Since the Conunittee's originul negutive reply of Septamber 24, s wers brisfed by
Daputy Associate Administrator Steve Oswald and Chief Engi iser Dan Mulville and previded
much of the additlonal information that the Committee request .

. Whils we stilt have concerns about the LFB initlative, and aboiit the allocation of rasources
among Phases 11, I7, and IV of the Shuttle Upgrades program we are prepared to approva the
completion of the initial phase of the LFB study using up to $8 million In unspent FY 1997 finds,
This approval |s contingsnt upon NASA sgreeing to the follov ing eanstraings on and
requirements for the study: .

» NASA will present the campleto results of this study to th: House Committes on Science for
our written concurrencs before NASA requasts funding for further LFB work.

* Bascd on the brisfing to Committes staff on October 28, it s presumed that NASA will
deliver these study results to the Committee by March 31, 1998, An earfier delivery,
however, would enable the Committes to include tho resuils in eur consideration of NASA's
FY 1999 budget requaxt.

o NASA should, 85 part of this study, idantify multiple appriaches for puryuing funther LFB
development, ineluding the use of sub-seals, ground-base:: and flight demonstrations of
experimental teshnologies which might raduce the technicd risk of LFB dsvelopment.
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o No NASA funds shall be spent to study potential uses of thi LFB other than s3 2n upgrads to
the Spaca Shuttle systam. This includes LFB's role in “mag numliRer” or ary other
unauthorized Initiatives which go beyond eurrent Human Syiace Fight programa.

We would steongly sncourage NASA to leverage the taxpayers’ Investment in this study activity
with funds from the Space Flight Operations Contractor, whict will presumably benefit
substantially from the study itself, let alone any follow-up LFB development.

Even mors impertantly, we would ke NASA management, in parallel with this study, te facilitate
& continuing dialogue among the Administraton, Congross, an | other interested pasties on the
policy issues regprding privativation, commercistization, fight. rate sugmentation, and cperational
lifs extension of the Space Shuttle system. Wae are concerned bout NASA's historical tendency
to focus on hardware development without a resolution of policy concerns. Congress cannee fully
conisider or oversee, lat alons approve, wny further LFB devalc pment activity without an agreed-
upon policy framawork.

The second potantial reprogramming relates to the topic of a ! ubcommittes on Space and
Acronautics hearing held oz Friday, October 24% NASA's “F esh Look” study of Space Solar
Power and the sgency’s apparent lack of plans 1o follow up 1. this important concept. The
hesring - and especially the testimony of NASA's Dr. John Manking - was very wall received by
Subcommittes Membera from both parties. One Demoeratic | dember, ot the and of the hearing,
doc!m;! to Dr. Mankins: “Don't let up, We're interested, an: I think we'll be supporting what
you'rs doing.”

There was geners! agreement among witnesses and Members that ons of NASA's top priorities
should be developing space technologies with the potential fo° significant sconomic banefit to the
nation, such as Space Solar Power. This Is particularly impor tant, in our visw, to helping bulld
political support In Congress for NASA's budget, Creating nsw spacesbused industries which
directly beneafit fife on Earth is an sasler sell than “spinoffy” & om govemnment-only space projects.

As testimony befora the hearing pointed out, there {3 no Inhes mt conflict between vislonary ideas
like Space Solar Power and human missions 1o Mars. We pont cut that on page 26 of NASA's
new Strategic Plan, the Human Explorstion and Developmen: of Spase Enterprise’s Mission
Statement includes these words: “Imagine commerce flourishing in spaca, with solar power
satellites, or s Martian powerplant to permit a permanent colny.”

Dr. Mankins was careful in his testimony to ssser that the next step for Space Selar Power isn’t &
traditional NASA Phas A study or the ereation of a project >ffics. Instead, ha suggested an in-
depth analysis of the technologies and systems concepts iden iffed in the Fresh Look study
tesulting in a robust technology maturation plan with solid cists and potential timetables, an effort
taking no more than nine months. We would hops NASA co ild brief the Comumittce on Interim
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progress purhaps halfway through this followsup acdvity, so as to have an impact on our
conslderation of NASA’s FY 1999 budget.

- Ascording to Dr, Mulville, such an activity could cost sround $1. 5 million, not indluding industry
participation. Therafore we would look fxvorably upen a reprogr mming request from
Appropriats sources of up to $2 million for an immediate followsu p to the Fresh Look study.

While these two potential reprogramming requests are 110t diract!y related, wa would be pleased
to suppon short-term progress by NASA in both ureas. Pleasa g 1t back to us as soon &s pousible
2z 15 how we can work togethar on them,

1

"JANA ROHRABACHER
Shaieman, Subcommittes on
Space and Asvansutics
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